There is increasing visibility of dissident sexualities and genders in media debates about families, including resistant discourses that challenge delegitimising claims about queer families. There remains, however, a lack of research that assesses the ways in which discourses seeking to defend queer parenthood function to challenge or, at times, reinforce hetero-gendered norms. Families formed by gay men have generally received less attention, both in the media as well as academic scholarship. In this paper we explore resistant discourses deployed in mainstream print media, attending particularly to news reports about queer fathers and their children. Through a critical thematic analysis of South African newspapers, informed by feminist discursive psychology, we identify four themes in resistant ways of talking: de-gendering parenthood; normalising queer parents; valorising queer parenting; and challenging the heteronormative gold standard. We conclude with the political implications of such resistant talk, as part of a project of transforming restrictive hetero-gendered norms.
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Arguments against gay and lesbian parenting
Arguments against queer families identified in the media broadly resonate with familiar, welldocumented arguments against general divergence from hetero-gendered norms (e.g., Hicks, 2003; Peterson, 2011) . They cohere around the idea that the only moral and natural way to create a family is within the confines of a normative heterosexual nuclear model. These arguments frequently draw on religious discourses (Clarke, 2001) . In spaces where liberal tolerance is valued, arguments that hold particular weight draw on psychologised notions of children's needs and adequate parenting (Morison & Reddy, 2013) . Appeals to (hypothetical or real) children's welfare allow speakers to defend normative family configurations without explicitly condemning non-conforming sexualities and thus to appear neutral and avoid being heard as prejudiced.
Arguments about children's wellbeing typically cite concerns about the children's "normal" psycho-sexual or gender development (Clarke, 2000) . The assumption is that "grow[ing] up with a 'mother' (female) and a 'father' (male) is a vital prerequisite for the 'normal' development of personality, enabling boys to develop an identity as heterosexual men and girls to develop an identity as heterosexual women" (Folgerø, 2008, p. 138) . Children of queer parents are also frequently depicted as at risk of psychological harm or social exclusion (especially bullying), because of negative societal perceptions of queer families (Clarke, 2001) . These arguments construct the heterosexual nuclear family "as a guarantor of 'normal' child development" and often obscure the possible harm associated with a heteronormative sexual and gendered order and the heteropatriarchal family model in particular (Clarke, 2001 ).
Counter arguments in support of gay and lesbian parenting
Scholars have also identified counter arguments in the media that challenge oppressive sexual and gender norms to some extent (Landau, 2006) . They have noted an overall shift in tone in recent 9 Pre-print version 2009, p. 95). The political strategy that emerges then is one of assimilation, rather than transformation, as heterosexuality is retained as the ideal referent.
Building on these observations, our aim is to examine the arguments deployed in favour of gay parenthood in South African news media and to assess their potential to resist or reinforce heterogendered norms. In the following section we explicate our methodology and present four themes, which encompass resistant talk, from our thematic analysis. Two of these themes resonate with findings of earlier research, as we shall show. The other two are novel and shed new light on the political implications of resistant talk. We examine these implications in the concluding discussion, where we consider the political limitations and opportunities of resistant talk in relation to a project of transforming oppressive hetero-gendered norms.
Methods

The data corpus
To locate news articles for analysis, we conducted a systematic search of online South African media archives and databases (SA Media Archive; Google news; IOL; and the Media24 Archive). We selected all relevant print or online articles published in mainstream newspapers and magazines.
Relevance was determined according to whether the piece focused substantially on queer parents and families10 Pre-print version Afrikaans (62). 3 The major topics covered, and the number of articles reporting on these topics, are summarised in the following table.
<TABLE 1 >
This preliminary descriptive analysis indicates that the large majority of articles foregrounded queer parents' struggles to attain legal recognition of familial rights and custody of children. Indeed, these are newsworthy topics and the bulk of the reportage appeared in newspapers (121), with far fewer appearing in magazines (8) or as letters to the editor or opinion pieces (23). This means that the voices of the actual parents and children living in queer families were represented far less than those of courts, various experts (like psychologists and social workers), and the general public. This is especially true of queer men and their families, evident in the much smaller number of articles that focussed specifically on these persons: While almost half of the articles (45.5%) were about lesbian mothers and their children, only 32 (21.1%) concerned gay men and their families. 4 A breakdown of the focus of the articles in the dataset appears below.
<TABLE 2 >
We focussed our analysis on articles about gay men and their families (32) as well as those reporting on queer families more broadly (13). It is within these 45 articles that we identified instances of resistant talk. The descriptive analysis of the dataset also included an assessment of the framing of articles: whether the overall tone was hostile or positive/supportive of queer families; or generally attempting to be balanced or neutral. A minority of articles (13.2%) were negative, with most stories either written in an overtly positive (46.1%) or a balanced or neutral style (40.7%).
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Here, the idea that the heterosexual "normal" family is responsible for producing psychologically healthy children is inverted. Instead, the queer family is depicted as potentially sensitising children to discrimination and exposing them to diversity, a strategy also noted by Clarke and Kitzinger (2004) in their research. Such a counter-argument is not limited to normalising or legitimating queer parenting as being "as good as" the heterosexual nuclear family; instead, it argues that queer parenting differs in positive ways that may even exceed the outcomes associated with childrearing by heterosexual parents. In the excerpt below a similar argument is advanced, in this instance bolstered through an appeal to research evidence.
Almost invariably it is found that the children are equally as emotionally and socially adjusted as children in control groups with heterosexual parents. The only difference is that sometimes it is found that children from gay households tended to be more tolerant ('Gay couples can be good parents', Du Plessis, 2002,
Die Burger)
This strategy is compelling in that it is difficult to oppose the view that children should be raised to be tolerant and accommodating to difference. It challenges dominant media constructions that uncritically present heterosexual parenting as the only context in which capable parenting can take place. As researcher Judith Stacey notes, the tendency to downplay or deny difference from the heteronorm is related to the "fear that such evidence will be used to discriminate against gay families", but instead of denying differences, these should be welcomed by democratic societies (Silsby, 2001 ).
Challenging the heteronormative "gold standard"
Finally, in a similar vein, some resistant talk challenged the hetero-patriarchal nuclear family and its assumed benefits for childrearing more directly. This involved highlighting the potential negative 22 Pre-print version should be raised remains the nuclear family. Not only does this obscure classed and raced values that often underpin the nuclear family ideal, but it also circumvents challenges to the heteronorm.
The talk in both of these themes (de-gendering and normalising) thus fits queer parents into existing understandings of the family and parenthood and only partially challenges the heteronormative discourses in which ideas about biological kinship, gender complementary, and family life centred around a co-resident couple are interwoven and support the heterosexual ideal (Folgerø, 2008) . Furthermore, rhetorical strategies that make claims to "sameness" or "normality", obscure the radical differences that shape queer parents' lives; deny possible benefits of lesbian and gay parenting; and divert attention from the ways in which institutionalised discrimination oppresses lesbian and gay parents (Riggs, 2007) . These arguments are articulated in the voice of liberal tolerance, which encourages the acceptance of "Others" into mainstream culture (Morison & Reddy, 2013 ). Since change is allowed to occur only within the status quo, there is limited scope for longterm social change that includes those who do not measure up so well to the heteronormative gold standard. Transformation is thus limited to the (conditional) tolerance of "alternative" families in hetero-patriarchal society.
In contrast, the final two themes (valorising queer parenting; challenging the heteronormative gold standard) seem to hold greater promise for transformational politics. These encompass ways of speaking that emphasise the benefits of queer parenting for children in terms other than how well they match up to this gold standard and interrogate the heterosexual nuclear family as ideal. These instances of talk were, however, infrequent and it is worth noting that in the mainstream media analysed, these resistant voices are largely those of gender activists, using an academic framing as expert voices, and presented in what can be described as more "liberal" press. While this is admittedly a somewhat marginal position, in relation to the mainstream press, it holds the potential to challenge the status quo and offer the promise of long-term social transformation.
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A closer look at the central concerns of each of these counter arguments provides some indication of how these ways of speaking can be moved from the peripheries of the debate. What is useful about all four of these arguments is that each to some extent steers the discussion away from a preoccupation with family form and toward family functioning. The first two (degendering and marginalising) are hamstrung by their articulation within and oppressive discourse, as we have noted.
However, the second two (valourising and challenging) refuse the subordinate positioning of queer families as a starting point for dissent. Eschewing the more defensive positioning of the first two rhetorical strategies, these more radical counter arguments create a new benchmark, based on a different set of "family values" centred upon ideals of tolerance and equality; these values, as intimated in the theme, already hold sway within liberal democracies. By placing the argument in these terms, it is possible to highlight the extent to which family functioning may help achieve these ideals. Though child welfare is upheld as a concern-which is guaranteed primarily by what families do rather than what they look like-this is balanced with a broader view of other family members' needs and rights, and these are aligned with children's needs or best interests.
This alternative set of values admittedly may not appeal to those committed to conservative family values. Yet, when they are linked to broader social issues that go beyond family politics, the argument may become more persuasive. In particular, the final theme of challenging heteronormativity as ideal offers a strategy for allowing wider engagement with oppositional talk: by connecting the interests of queer families to more commonly shared concerns of inequality and violence in traditional family structures, such resistant talk might find greater traction in public discussions.
In light of our broader aim of addressing the relationship between the ways that queer families are rendered visible, gender transgression, and queer politics, we have shown how particular South African media constructions feed into assimilationist and/or transgressive political strategies.
We have shown how long-term socio-cultural transformation is not undermined only by obviously 24 Pre-print version invalidating or oppositional arguments, but also how this may occur more insidiously within arguments that at face value appear to support queer families. This supports previous findings, related to general queer politics, of the limitations and drawback of liberal discourses. We have also identified alternative ways of speaking that appear to offer more possibilities for long-term sociocultural transformation. These strategies propose a fundamental shift in the current hetero-gendered order and hold potential benefits not only for sexual minorities, but also for broader gender power relations. Nevertheless, as we have indicated, such arguments remain at the periphery of public discussions of queer families and, in their present form, draw on academic discourses that may be alienating in the broader social milieu. We have provided some initial thoughts regarding how such strategies could be taken up in advocacy work and filtered into mainstream discussions, but further research would assist with this aim.
